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Continuation of 1 1. does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: 

Applicant argues (Remarks, pages 8-9) that Bender does not disclose or suggest at least 
"a bridge device for separately registering to the access point with the respective addresses of a 
device and a bridge device, the device and itself as wireless devices on a wireless network..." 
examiner respectfully disagrees with Applicant contention. Bender clearly discloses that "... the 
terminal unit 40, as well as the wireless modem 42, must be assigned an IP address so that each 
may be addressed individually within the system. . . in addition, the use of independent IP 
addresses allows the terminal equipment unit 40 and the wireless modem 42 to exchange IP 
messages intended for one another." See page 9, lines 8-12. 

Still on page 9, Applicant argues that Bender does not disclose registering to an access 
point wit the respective addresses, the device and itself as wireless devices on the wireless 
network, wherein the registration is performed thorough and authentication and an association 
process of the type as defined by the IEEE 802.11 standard, essentially as claimed in claims 1, 
14, 15 and 16. It is respectfully submitted that the rejection is based on the combined teaching of 
Bender reference and the Admitted prior art (APA). Bender discloses that the terminal 40 and the 
wireless modem 42 are assigned IP address so that each may be addressed individually and con 
communicate to the network unit 58 over the wireless link. APA assists that "it is known for 
wireless network to use IEEE 802. 1 1 specification to allow stations on the wireless network to 
exchange data." 

Still on page 9, Applicant argues that Bender does NOT disclose that "the wireless 
modem connects terminal equipments to the wireless network.'" Examiner respectfully disagrees. 
As admitted by Applicant (Remarks, page 8, last paragraph) that "the terminal equipment unit 40 
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communicate to the network unit 58 over the wireless link, through the wireless modem." Fig. 
3 A shows that the terminal 40 and the wireless modem 42 are connected to network unit 58 
through the wireless network. Further, Bender discloses that the wireless modem 42 is defined as 
a gateway between the Ethernet subnet and the external network (page 10 lines 22-23). 

Still on page 9, Applicant argues that APA fails to disclose or suggest "separately 
registering to the access point with the respective addresses, the device and itself as wireless 
devices on the wireless network..." it is respectfully submitted that the rejection is based on the 
combined teaching of the Bender reference and the APA, and that the Bender reference, as 
pointed out above does teach this feature. 

On page 10, Applicant argues that ". ..there is no relationship between that hardware 
address and the present invention's method which uses a MAC address to registry the device as a 
wireless device. . ." Examiner respectfully disagrees. Bender discloses that both the terminal 
equipment unit 40 and the wireless modem 42 use their unique hardware address to request a 
separate IP address. Also, it is well known in the art that a MAC address is a hardware address 
that uniquely identifies each node of a network. Examiner believes that the claims, given their 
broad reasonable interpretation, read on the references applied. 



